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, ee AmBar Asked To Spur REVIEW OF CHANGES MADE BY SUPREME COURT 
Digests of Recent Opinions Action Against Unethical RULES OF JANUARY 1, 1952 


NY — JURISDICTION —'of divorce; the parties remain Practices By Morris M. Schnitzer of the complaint and the persons 
(Continued from last week) upon whom the order to show 
Rule 3:66A. The statutes gov- cause shall be served. 


ALL 
TI Chancery Division has in court vee : Ser ; 
baie : ; ; Crime Commission Seeks 
jur sdiction to grant alimony Thus, it was not necessary > ; : 

sensei dumuiiaatinian adihua | | : a House of Delegates OK; Con- : ‘ Rule 3:69-1.. T! 
nu st ary ocee aite na rocesS be served on de- : — : erning assignments r the bene- ’ ep 3:69-1. e amendment 
in , - amg ati , a Ge demnation of TV at Investi- ‘rning assignments for the bene tule 3:6 le amendmen 
a New Jersey divorce in which fendant wi le state. The gations Proposed fit of creditors were comprehen- replaces a former statute and 
the husband was served per- t already jurisdiction a i ii oa sively revised and the new rule provides that writs of execution 
sonally within the state, over the defendant by ue ¢ CHICAGO ‘ACCN Cre rovides that the practice relat- shall be endorsed with a notation 
th ugh both the husband and ¢ earlier divorce action and tion of an Ameri Bar Assn ing to this subject shall conform of the amount to be raised. 

W thereafter moved outside plication for alimony could be committee to surve the na- as nearly as practicable to the Rule 3:69-2. The amendment 
the state and notice of the made, as it was, In a summary ture and extent tivities of procedure relating to insolvent deletes the material incorporated 
app ication for alimony is ner at the foot of the di- members of the ho foster <“Orporations in new rule 3:58A- 
served outside the state. lecre organized crime “ithe public Rule 3:66B. This new rule, re- Rule 3:69-4. Dealing with sup- 
_—Wh le ordinarily the court’s Th h jurisdiction is still re- officials or as pri ractition- ating to the discharge of insol- plementary proceedings, the 
ju liction over a cause and tained and servic f process ers. or who enga er tvpes Vent debtors, provides that the amendment deletes the former 
: j 











ion shall be brought in a sum- reference to statutes on the sub- 





ov the parties terminates within the state is therefore not of unethical pra sought 2 

“ the final decree or judg- yuire due process res at the midwinte f the Mary manner under Rule 3:79, ject and specifically authorizes 
n _ the court’s jurisdiction tice and ample opport ) ABA hou of ere describes the minimum requisites the court to make such orders in 
it ‘weree actions continues % d, be given to a pal be- Feb. 25-26 aid of execution as may be just. 





P final decree for the entry yroceedings igainst his in- The request { he appoint- SO¥Y Against Endowment Rule 3:70-2. The amendment 
. * = . sis e ene*ifiealls +} yj va ape « 
of ders affecting alimony. ire taken which he would ment of such littee is Policy Fails pe ee re and 
CO STITUTIONAL LAW kno of from the ordinary contained in a } lution vrits for possession to Inciude an 
m . ’ os] oo = ay ~Titiny re + 
RIS DIC TIO N—The e of practic The consti- bmitted to the ise by the ‘ecard “Wikia 1 <o xecution for costs 
; Ceurt Rules It Is Life Rule 3:72-1. Tne amendment 


constitutional requirements as tutional requirement of notice 1s ABA commissio1 anizec Insurance Until Maturity siapeeat } 


conditions of the bond 











to due process are Satisfied in isfied when he is given tne crime, of which te Robe abe 4 f the plaintiff 

a use in which the court juisite information and is af- P_ Patterson N York was ST. PAUL (ACCN) ry) ee —* — poe we a pon 

al iv has jurisdiction by the ford 1 reasOnab.e time [0r ap- chairman. The lttee alSO dowiment insurance policy, prior rw th fi oe : pee ns pea oa 

giving of notice within or p, nce. ° notice need not would be charge valuat- to its maturity. is life insurance, is j pane ul pier Bg Hs bail shall 
. is SHS t (A «all tu } i WJaad fe Ais 





{ ) » < » i vs eC pe rved Vitnly ne State wnel no the } 1 eywilct Oo + wr . 2 ae ¢ 

without the state with ampl rved within th a nen jn he adequa xisting it was ruled recently by the Min- not be made 

opportunity to be heard. the I eding 1S 3 pal t an canons of ethic levance nesota Supreme court Rule 3:72-2. The last sentence 
I Ds bam he ] las TILE “9 




















1 d fr m an opin n DS | ] - etic! ( “nani paren lt pracemures — d ith tne AS a result ol the opinlon, added by the amendment of the 
; J A.D rendered E b. 19 abe doa bifa Ser ig 4 individuals in questi George C. Stetson, assignee of a rule, provides that the procedure 
llate Div Kase \ risdi ion ome me xe — Attention of 1d 10Ca) $1,000 judgment won in Henne- for the vacation of an attach- 
} ! espondet M A ile . Nerve sivel AS SUI- par leaders also ¢ illed pin county District court, can- ment shall follow the equivalent 
S Joel L. Bohrer itty I ae 1 aS SErV- to hose portio estl- not collect on the cash surrender practice in the case of civil ar- 
i llant—Artaur Knaste! 2 1m Ne ad Y ES Is Immaterial mony before the ial senate value of a policy taken out by rest 
iff and defendant al Arfirmed with costs committee to inv igate rime Joseph Swartz, caie manager tule 3:72-3. mia su para of an 
ents of New York. I in interstate com e [Kefau- Min: nesota life insurance un- attachment the a -ndment 
19 both ided in Ne Habeas Corpus Action ver-O'Conor con ( which derwriters tered the case as specifically ai ae Hao s the court 
y nd at that time plain : ~ raised serious questl about “friends of the court” to oppose to aliow the submission of addi- 
tiff ined a decree of divorce For Draftee Dismissed the y ypriety ol lons Ol efforts to collect judgments by tional affidavits 
it of ‘Chancery, Fm I eas corpus action in- Om! nembers o1 Dar In coOn- forcing the sale of endowment Rule 3:72-6. The amendment 
c and final decree el ituted by Mrs. Pearl Glovatsky nection with sucn ivilles insurance policies. specifically authorizes the _ se- 
as tO aimony. Twen ee h ae Condemnation le practice In his attempts to collect the questration of real and personal 
ater, On: gape. 5, Ta mn ‘the sa ie yf televising or bi icasting the $1,000, Fox has engaged in five property of the defendant to sat- 
} served on defendant ir nite trict Court mony Or witnesse when years of litigation, including one isfy a judgment a Sainst him. 
N ik a notiect ha PR Fi rine, C2! led before congressional in- previous trip to the state Su- tule 3:73-4A Replacing a for- 
o one of our S a ro. vestigating committe and ap- preme court. After all attempts Mer statute, the new rule pro- 
irt judges for ar Ee that na propriat e action restrict or to collect the judgment had fail- Vides that where the plaintiff has 
( ine defendar op i ; ee ,.. prevent it, is urged i1 report ed, his attorney executed a :dgment in a replevin action in 
Defendant respondec cars , : = big to the ABA board of yvernors sheriff's levy against a $10,009 Which the goods were redelivered 
Rule 3:12-2 by mov- ae ip ser ree eg ais 3 vA DV a special commi te 1uLnoriz- — ent , policy owned by [Oo the defendant, the value of 
lismiss the application ,— rah ie i Bs i aon ed in May, 1951, raise the Swartz. : " the goods and damages shall be 
yf risdiction over tl ducted inte military service, Pe ypriety of televising investiga- as move to force sale of the recovered by he plaintiff who 
So ee ears tory and judicial proceedings policy for its cash surrender 5411 have, In addition, his rem- 





usband edy upon the defendant’s bond 


" vice Ol aie pa irried on Goniewher 16 The Committee, f which John value was blocked when Swartz ai, Soh Meena : 
The motion was denied 2g... after he nad been re. W: Davis, New York, is chair- obtained an order from District _ ae See: FS Se 
ippeals lassified 1A and ‘he child was ™@"- also urges that “telecast- Judge Theodore B. Knudson pro- ° Satie, a 
sassined MA and ‘ne Cala Was ino” be added to the bans on the hibiting sale of the endowment fF 4 Partial judgment on the 




































He The jurisdictio: fa 5 
ntl tn tha tarcttiaes| Dore. on dune 2, I1G3). Nemier . ... ae a a aceell pe taae ee .. pleadings in favor of the plain- 
mnfined to the territory _,.., eavilv or reculation '#%!"8 of photosrapNhs and policy. The issue was then ap- * P : ; } 
3 reileq Neavlly On a regu ql P Sone > j ‘ ore fend + contests 
State that created it, and .. xu epee ei : broadcasting in courtrooms laid pealed to the state Supreme iff. where defendant contests 
: effective June 19, 1951 which - : Se ; : the action as to part of the goods 
mly to property or 4. agg that resistrants with @OW" im canon 3o he canons court Bes SEAS Se aia ca tk 
- eae ~ yroviaea Nat registrants es 5 f ; : only 
lin the states borders, to ~ P ere 1 ’ , of judlcla. ethic Counsel for Fox contended : 
ae ‘ Cependent children should be eo tee z “4 > +] i aes Meaty — Rule 3:74A. This rule, replac- 
domiciled herein, and ee ee ‘ he SInwat cles in 1ts report to e board, the that an 1895 state law which ree . 7 
a ‘lassified in 3A. Mr. Glovatsky aes ri : ‘ ci ? ing a former statute dealing with 
sidents who are served : ee nee Sena Rheem committee has thi O say On exempts all benefits accrued on : : P 
+h ot age eee A NOWEVEl wireaday peen ., ; t e +4 reg : , -, quiet title actions, has four sec- 
he state or volun y f ae aS ¥ the subject of levising con- life insurance and endowmen : 
, : ; ; lassified in 1A and had received : é jf siaes = tions The first provides that 
1ere iS no question thé 1:4. 2 4 gressional investigation policies from creditors was un- Zapp eg 
: in ind yn order which had ne ype ae j _ ; the ~” actice shall follow the pro- 
jurisdiction over both , ; tnonec t his r Granted that 1 he ele onstitutlona.. = ey ae 3] +3 ‘ 
Sar Miss e€1 ( ed at his request. | ‘ g : ; ; ; ? cedure in other civil actions ex- 
ons and the res when 7 ae a | vision camera] gre Life insurance underwriters that tl : ‘ Shee be 
ab In d ssit he writ of ha- | ae eS aes ip sees cept that the property shall be 
rece was granted. The CREAR EO OR ea ae the public intere in Irrent argued that if Fox succeeded in , thant with vie Reernsae 
nig it still ret beas corpus whicn had previous- a tah a so weltles tal | life j * lescribed with particularity. Th 
is does it still retain ju- liad evel “an also circulate with his appez fe insurance policy- ; ‘1 aps 
so. e ssued, the court relied on eae Wits RES Sppeas, Ile IASUFANCe POMCy~ second requires that partial aie 
; 1 The 1 rant 8real “speed basele accusations holders and beneficiaries would «jaimers shall specify aim 
is ] 1ples 1 I registlc L : . 7 B jalmers SMali Specily 1 1alm 
A tion ( rmi- a é 3 which may be to the irreparable > ft in a “st e -Onfusior z 
! i mn oene! atts termi- , ds never filed 9 written reanest 1ich iy be ) para 91 be : ft be a “state wee eon uSION in issue with particu and 
ith the fin ecree 0} ; injury Cc erson ‘used with reference to protection af- .) th Ae ; at 
mA the ~ A : ; f appeal and view of his se 7. ee Ht en De i oe trae vera also the manner and sources of 
ana tne court 10: lassification as provided by the ae eT) Sd sive ics rded -O alte insurance credl- the back ti icra third relieves 
oY ver tne e ana , , } ak Le e the case that this public claims.” +] t | 
ion over the cause ¢ draft reculations and hence had /Y © the case public tors’ claims. -he Attorney General of any duty 
parties. But there are _, shausted hi Iministra- “lew Of any proceeding is only In a unanimous opinion, Writ- to make a tender or payment 
. . ; li CATIGAUSLEU 1215 a 4 sia~ ‘ * sia c mae I ve y le 
ex ne t + ‘ * > that x termittent he re t m ,y ten hv cc . > ustice eRo\ + wart in an +3 +} 
, Fe ee this rue, SO thal tive remedies and (2) discretion termitten Th result may ten by As: ociat € Jus ice LeRoy into court in connection with a 
e t retains Jurisdiction, for ,; the administration of the W&"4 be a distorted impression of E. Mattson, the high state court egmplaint involving riparian or 
for proceedings in €X- Graft has been clearly and ex- ‘He facts and a consequent pre ruled: ; vater lands The fourth 
It] or enforcen nent OF UNE) 3 tealy vacted in the admini judgment of the witnesses by “In absence of the exercise DY allows a judgment, following de- 
lusively vested in the adminis- ‘ : ) OS DE é DY all a judgm nt, following 
s it. In equity, the dev trativ sencies created to ad- the viewers without regard to the insured of his option to take ] ; y pr on 
} ‘ rative agencies cCreatec aa- | R ei — : : n 
loyed of inserting in the _. 8. 4 That discretion, once the legal presumption of inno- the cash surrender value and ha 
F tao ig) ster 1t nat aiscretion, on : ' ee mah aa ee P ae 
eon ‘ree a declaration that .....; ed within the powers con cence to which the witness is dividends of a policy that has not 
CACTCISeCA Wilitilill aat 5 Wels = 249 os : P ‘ 
UY : entitled ... matured, there is no debt due re- 





ies mav for fur- . 3 ; : - 
les may apply tor fut ferred by the regulations, is con- 





“Your committee is not pre- and payable by ihe insuror to places a former statute authoriz- 








e ef at latar ras the " : 
‘ a eS ee day as *"S clusive and cannot be sup} plant- 7 Peas sp : ! : 
‘ue"-on ripens. The effect is to the court though the court Pared to say televising or broad- the insured. ing the court to measure or ap- 
: me ul il tii i L A . - ; : 'E 
. parties in interest tO i564; have acted differently ir C25! ing of an unwilling witness “The right of the insured to praise real estate in an action for 
miga Nave dal 1 Gilerernuy I : ; Se Sa ae : ° e z 
pplication in the cause ,, -ircumstance that is, one who does not want create such a debi by the exer- the release of an yetent’s 
€ AllisSvais » 





mmary manner by peti- ~~ to be televised} is such an in- cise of the option is not an asset right of dower or curtesy 
son notice. This procedure ° ial Di T fraction of his right to privacy available to creditors but is a Rule 3:75-5. The language of 
5 lowed in divorce cases Testimonia inner To as to be unlawfu yet even right purely personal 

eden our statute was amended Justice Case where the consent of the witness sured alone.” vised without any change of sub- 


ide that after a decree = is invoked there would seem to ~ stance 
Rule 3:75-6. The new rule, re- 


i divorce, the court may make The Somerset Coun ty Bar As- ce an element of unfairness in 

22 Order touching alimony and sociation will tender a testimon- putting upon him the burden 1951 Index Available placing a former statute, pro- 
same from time to time ial dinner to ) eaation Clarence E. of consent or protest The 1951 annual topical in- vides that ee pursuant 
tat, ured. RS. 2:50-37. This Case ¢ an retiromnems Seams the Rene han, a garhconpeeancopein 10 dex to the New’ Jersey Law od ks ee ae pore: 
acute has the effect of em- New Jersey hey preme Court. The consent might be treated in cer- | yournal is now available to — be recorded in the county 
dyi in every New Jersey dinner will be held at Far Hills tain quarters as an unfavorable | 5), sntiiens Copies na of situs, which action shall Dar 
pivot decree leave thereafter Inn Ay of Somerville, on symptom. These unfavorable as- be add without priest ion st the claims of all parties to the 
apply in the cause for ali- sday, March 11th, at 7:00 P. pects become all the more true quest to the New pean Law suit or those in privity with them. 
On} For the purpose of ali- M Reservations are being where the television or broad- Journal. 94 Edison Pl.. New- “(Continued on page 5, col. 1) 
e‘ony. the court retains juris- handled by Allan M. Rinehart, casting is concentrated only on ark 2, N. J. , OST EA 

‘ction after the final decree 1 West Main St., Somerville. selected witnesses SEED ee et 





the in- sub-paragraph ‘b) has been re- 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


EVIDENCE—Evidence of state-. A handwriting expert testified 
ments made by a decedent (that the interlineations and ad- 
after execution of his will as ditions involved were all written 
to the contents thereof offered at the same time Included in 
for the purpose of establishing the additions is a provision for 
the contents at the time of “Ann Marie Gidney” and “John 
execution is not admissible. Nelscn Gidney” both of whom 

ADMINISTRATION OF LAW— were born after ihe will was 
The Appellate Division cannot executed. It is conceded that 
adopt views contrary to the these names must have been ad- 
majority decisions of the Su- ded after the execution of the 
preme Court. will. There is no testimony in the 
Digested from a per curiam record contradicting the expert’s 

opinion rendered Feb. 19, 1952. opinion as to the identity of time 

Appellate Div. In re Allen. For of riting. The appellants 

appellant—Milton T. Lasher. For sought to introduce test imony oi 

respondent—John E. Selser (Al- an alleged statement made by 
bert J. Wuytack, atty) 


: decedent after the execution of 
On July 19, 1940, decedent Nel- the will relating io its contents 
son len executed his will. The 2t the time of execution but this 
County Court determined that evidence was excluded. 
certain matters now embodied| Held: The County Court, on 
the will were added by de-j|the basis of the testimony and 
cedent after its execution and its examination of the will de- 
appeal is taken from that de- termined that the interlineations 
termination. and added words in the first 
The will was on a printed paragraph and all of the third 
form and the testamentary dis- and fourth paragraphs were 
positions are all in  testator’s written after the execution of 
handwriting. the will. There is no occasion 
—____—_—__———|for disturbing this factual find- 


ing 


Appellant urges that the 
County Court erred in excluding 
the evidence of the _ alleged 
statement by decedent. This evi- 
dence was offered to prove the 
contents of the will at the time 
of its execution and its exclu- 
sion was not error under the 
pertinent decisions. Appellant 
relied on the opinion of the 
Chief Justice in Robertson Vv. 
Hackensack 1 N. J. 304, 315, 
where it was suggested that de- 
clarations of decedents should be 
admissible generally. (See Model 
Code of Evidence, Rule 503; 75 
N.J.LJ. 4.). “However, that was 
a ceneurring opinion which dif- 
fered from the majority on the 
evidential question there pre- 
sented and this Court is not at 
liberty to follow its views in 
preference to the presently con- 
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Latest 
Dividend 






SAVINGS INSURED TO $10,000 
$1 or more starts an account 













LEGAL FOR TRUST FUNDS 


Save by mail or in person 







SAVINGS 


AND LOAN ASSOCIATION 


40 Commerce St., Newark 2, N. J. ‘ast resort” 
Affirmed. 























NATIONAL SURETY CORPORATION 
Specializing in the Execution of 
Fiduciary and Court Bonds 
66 ?ARK PLACE, NEWARK Mitchell 2-8226 
RN LL a TEER 





, APPEAL—On appeal from judg- 


trolling decisions of the Court of 











Financial Frinters 


SPECIALISTS in all printed forms and documents 
required for filing and registration with the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 


ARTHUR W. CROSS, INC. 


New Jersey Division of 


PANDICK PRESS, INC. 


71-73 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 5, N.J. 
TecerHons MARKET 83-4994 
































TITLE INSURANCE 
PF. H. A. MORTGAGES 
CONVENTIONAL MORTGAGES 


The Largest Title Insurance Company 
in New Jersey 
Capital and Surplus over $1,700,000 


UNITED STATES MORTGAGE & TITLE 
GUARANTY COMPANY ot New JERSEY 
















972 Broad St., Newark 2 
Phone Mitchell 2-6300 





ment entered on jury verdict 
based on ground the verdict 
was contrary to the weight of 
evidence, the appellate court 
cannot weigh and resolve con- 
flicting proofs—the review is 
limited to whether the verdict 
is so contrary to the weight 
of the evidence as to give rise 
to the inescapable conclusion 
that it was the result of mis- 
take, passion, prejudice or 





Parking Meter Test New Bills Introduced 
Before Ohio High Court The following bi:is have 


- 


cae aRe checked by the Committee 


Columbus (ACCN)—An appeal Revision of Laws and are rea 
to the Ohio Supreme court chal- for introduction when the L: 


lenges the constitutionality of jature returns March 10th. 


a 


0 


municipal parking meter or- SENATE 


dinance on the grounds that it g_169 Clapp. To provide 
fails to make any provision for where any wil 1 or tri 
the ingress or egress of property js made for 





he benefit of 
wners. and no contrary intention is 
The action was brought by pressed, such issue shall take 








partiality. James H. Dyer, operator of 4 stirpes. 

Digest sted from an opinion by Kenton grocery, aiter he was ar- §-161 Clapp. To create a 
Oliphant J. rendered Feb Le 1952 resi d and fined for an alleged islative Commission on Stat 
Supreme Court. Fiexmir Lind- violation of the parking meter consisting of 3 Senators 
eman. For appellant maceeserie ordinance enacted by the city pointed by the Senate Presic 

Kenton on Dec. 17, 1945. 3 Assemblymen appointed by 


W. Troy. (Lum, Fairlie & Foster, 9: 


attys. Vincent P. Biunno on the 
briel For respondent—Morri: 


Business interests affected by Speaker and 3 members 


the ordinance were said to have appointed by the Governor 


M. Schnitzer ‘Louis K. Press, been assured at the time of its fines its powers and dutie 
adoption that no arrests would ASSEMBLY 


Certification was granted to be made where abutting prop- A-10 Simmill. To create a 
erty owners used the streets for Jersey Highw 


Authority 





review a judgment of the Ap- 
pellate Division reversing a ingress or egress. facilitate vehicular traffic in 
judgment for the plaintiff i When arrested Dyer asked for State: defines its powers 
the Law Division 2ntered on aa trial and was fined $5 and duties; permits the issuan 


jury verdict. The suit was to re- costs by the mayor. The action bonds and the collection of 


resu:ting Irom an 


was subsequently upheld by both for the financings 


- 4 yy) 


y OI its pro 


cover damages 

ie and fire in plaintiff's, the Common Pleas and Appel- ‘Jud.) 

plant alleged to have been caus-|late courts. A-349 Bianco. Yo give 
= eee diction to municipal courts 


ed by the use of an unsuitable 
grade of fuel oil furnished by 
defendant. The complaint 
charges negligence and a breach 


of implied warranty. the removal of his law offices 
fr 
the Supreme Court at which field Ave., 


The case was previously before 
time the judgment of the trial 


motion for dismissal was revers- 


ed and the cause remanded for|could be determined with cer- 
tainty and in which only one 
correct answer could be arrived 


trial de novo. See 4 N. J. 509. In 
that opinion this court ruled 


that there were jury questions | at. 





Announcement the offense of larceny fron 
erson where the amount 


Yr 
— d is under $200. (R. & 
L. 





Joseph V. Melillo announces 


om 9 Clinton St. to 75 Bloom- A-394 Bianco To provi 
Newark minimum fine of $2, 000. 
minimum imprisonment otf 





court entered on defendant’s:case as if it was a scientific or 
mathematical problem, which °% 


involved and that the trial court |) 
had erred in hold re a) | eee plain- |@ 


tiff was requ aired | legative the| 
possibility that tie explosion 
1 have been the result of 





causes 

The only questicn presented 
to the Appellate Division after 
the retrial was whether the ver- 
dict was contrary to the weight 
of the evidence. The Appellate 
Division concluded it was im- 
probable, if not impossible for 
the oil furnished by the defend- 
ant to have caused the damage 
and concluded its opinion by 
Stating: 

“In consequence of the inade- 
quacy of the plaintiff's proofs 
to which we — specifically re- 
ferred, we conclude that the ver- 
dict of the jury was not suf- 
ficiently supported by the evi- 
dence and that tne judgment 
under review should be set aside, 
Hager v. Weber 7 N.J. 201.” 

Heid: The principal question 
is whether the verdict was so 
contrary to the weight of the 
evidence as to giv? rise to the 
inescapable conclusion that it 
was the result of mistake, pas- 
sion, prejudice or partiality. 

hat is the test to be applied 
in appeals from jury verdicts al- 
leged to be contrary to the 
weight of the evidence. Rule 1:2- 
2012) 

The Appellate Division obvio- | 
ously indulged in weighing the 
evidence without regard to 
whether or not the verdict arriv- 
ed at by the jury was the re- 
sult of mistake, partiality, pre- 
judice or passion. In so doing 
it transcended the _ litigimate 
bounds of review of a jury ver- 
dict and its determination in- 
fringed on plaintiffs constitu- 

ional right of trial by jury. 
There is ample evidence in the 
case on which the jury could 
have premised its verdict. In 
making its determination the 
Appellate Division treated cer- 
tain testimony of defendant’s 





‘experts as if it was uncontra- 


‘dict ed and absolute when such 
was not the case, and accord- 
ingly it attempted to analyze the | 


LAW BOOKS 


BOUGHT - SOLD - APPRAISED 


GANN LAW BOOKS 
19@ Broad St, Newark 2, N.J. 

















spect to the pertinent issue was 
in 
in 
tion of the doubts by the 
There was evidence on behalf 


less than 5 years for the 

of taking perso} Pr scliee 

the use of extreme force 

as “mugging”, (R. & A. of 
A-398 Vervaet. To an 

Chapter 67, P. L = 8 to 





The evidence as a whole 
owever,. was not so definite and the interest forfeiture I 
bsolute. The testimony with re- by a bank and the right 
: borrower where the bank 

ot only confusing but conflict- lates the usury laws; pr 
2 and necessitated the resolu- that the violation must 
jury. “Knowingly”. (Bank.) 

A-432 Barnes. To amen 
Workmen’s Compensation 


of plaintiff sufficient to justify a 
an inference of probability that Provides that where board 


the oil furnished was the cause 


reversed and Law Division Judg- 





lodging are furnished by a1 
ployer as part of the wages 
they may be valued at up t 
instead of - (Lh, & E) 
A-433 Knoblauc To est 


the explosion. 
Appellate Division judgment 


ment reinstated. f 
— Medical es fc 


voted to affirm. 


C 





‘ ; a 
Justices Heher and Burling St e of New Jersey; a 
priates $2,000,000. ‘Jud.). 
‘ ; -434 Simmill. To permi 
ORREC TION | ~ - ad and wife eS 
ne majority opinion in the each other when 





elt 
Naylor v. Ford case digested and jinjur ua arm y or where the 


? 


reported on page one of last of the def dant is involv 


weeks issue of the Law Journal, such Perna or wife 
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‘WILLS CAN BE EXPENSIVE’ 


This is the title of a pamphlet which was 
recently sent to persons on our mailing list 


It contains the following paragraph 








“Have a competent attorney 
draw your Will. His knowledge 
of the laws concerning wills 
and taxes can prevent unneces- 


Sary expense and Court action 


It has always been our practice and we wil! 
continue to urge our customers to consult their 


own attorney when a new Will is required 
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COLLABORATION 


Estate-planning service by the National 
State Bank—legal advice and will-draft- 
manship by the testator’s attorney—logi- 
cal collaboration to serve the best inter- 
ests of the attorney’s client who desires 
to name this Bank as executor and 


trustee. 
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(Department of Estates & Trusts) 
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quiries have been received by the 
State Bar and others concerning 
by attorneys in the 


listings 


Telephone Directory Listings 
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Samuel Allcorn, — ge Herbert sn phone Directories. In order to or “Attorneys at Law”, is n 
Milton B. Conford Leon S. Milmed _ = Clarify the situation there is be discouraged, even in a 
Marshall Crowley Wiliam P. Rei New Jersey Law Journal here republished Opinion No. fied directory, becau Ne 
Harold H. Fisher Moris Wi. Sctinitror On January 22, 1952. Senator 264 of the Ethics Committe oi! lic is entitled to iniormatie 
Richard F. Green Clark Crane Vogel Lodge introduced a bill (S. 2481) the American Bar Association garding the names and a 
Israel B. Greene Joseph Weintraub to amend the Social Security which was pubsished at 74 NJ of lawyer 
Joseph Harrison Act to provide for coverage ot L.J. 365, Nov. 1, 1950 Hence question relatii 
Jerome L. Trachtenberg, Managing Editor ( Inder th cld age nd the uss f a Classiled dire 
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Published every Thursday by the i voluntary basis. Th ADVERTISING A lawyer the public intere wain 
NEW ae ee CO been referred ibe Con may not with propriety obtain incidental publicily accords 
ep ee Mitchell 2 0075 ic ay se I) “sag - Nel any distinctive listing in a class individual lawyer. Wher 
Aaron Stinder. Pablishes reoree Is cnhalrma ified telephone directory which publicity accorded each | 
senator Lodge i be com- is different from the manner Is the same, there in be 1 
Subseription Rate nended for his introduction of and method adopted therein for due advantage. Howevet 
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ive birth the bill, was his ADVERTISING—The listing of a tive method of lf-classifi 
Entered as Second Class Matter, January 24, 1934, at the Post Office ense of fair play and equality lawyer's name in distinctive type which is different from the 
Newark, N. J., under the Act of March 3, 1879 under our lay Where many in a telephone or city directory eral informative listing ¢ 
egislators merely sit by and do is condemned, even where in the fellow lawye1 it become 
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will be available to all his own state show an over- still appear to be pertinen 
How? say that whelming desire for such legis- apparent from the actior 
s, self-employed, 62 years of lation. Therefore it would be number of local associ 
ets coverage under the law timely for the Bar associations and their members that th: 2 
on January 1, 1952. For 1952 and to take a similar interest in this sence in such publications 
1953 he will pay $81 in taxes highly important matter and certain lawyers’ names ah 
ach year. For 1954 and 1955 he poll their members on this pro- tinctive type is widely regar¢ 
iy $108 in taxes for each posed legislation, with the view as inconsistent with the ©2! 
Ss payment of $378 in to memorializing Congress to an and spirit of Canon 27, ¥ 
taxes for four years qualifies expeditious enactment of Sena- as with professiona] dignity 2 
‘ones for $80 to $120 a month tor Lodge’s bill, with the amend- good taste. 
for life. To get a monthly pay- ment suggested by the writer. Accordingly, we have cet 
ment of $120 a month at age 65 Peter Guy Evans. mined to overrule Opinion - 
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Review of January 1 Rules Changes ;surrogate’s office, replaces Double Indemnity Despite Policy's Flight ‘ 
—_—_—___. R.S. 2:1C-13 and R.S. 2:1C-14 (L. Restriction P 
(Continued from page 5) was made for the same purpose, 1948, c. 364, secs. 13 and 14). 4 
— namely to confirm that notices pyle 3:94-2. Dealing with sur pee 
ens al eign ie BS es ‘ s tule 3:9 ealing wi sum- r 7 “RY ‘ i 
ing the requirements of those py mail must be given by regis- mary actions for the settlement, , AUSTIN ‘ACCN) — A 2-to-1 company and in favor of the in} 
paragraphs inapplicable to ac- toreq mail return receipt re- of pil anh % wiser an enine to decision handed down by the sured.” ; 
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tion with or without the will an- = SP, a PNAS Se Eirig ble Lit REE AN Gi sti ld that ife insur- tice Robe ughes conterstl 
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2-RR_]h/ ar > rer ah ‘is ‘ ree eee) eee > ; eat] raciite f = : eee 3 
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2S S. °2- riz o 2posi- = 2 3 E z “oa a11tic c f > a) mar. at vu lie a 
rs ee. agin in 4 es — of guardianship of orphans four- plenary actions for the same re- 2€fOnau He Bignt hese a sal hate operated by S eens 
agen ee sident witnesses teen years or older or dependent lief, shall specify the amount of PlY to airplane passengers. pilot who is presumably sk_l] 
to a will and prescribing the infants of that age abandoned commissions and attorney's fees . Involved was a suit between in the science of aeronauti i 
mode of securing those deposi- by the father, replaces R.S. 3:7- applied for Aetna Life Insurance Co. and not an ‘aeronautic flight,’ ~hef t 
~ee The procedure differs 94 and 3:7-27 “Rule 3:91-3 vith plen- L@ura Reed. widow of David C. the words to me, sre devoid cfs 
vy Pr v1 rarni mnnci_ yf ruie 2). Wail s€f1—- aan 6 - xr} ur . $ 99 ~+G } - 
from the rules governing deposi Rule 3:90-5. This rule has been arv actions for the sett soianres of Reed, Austin financier who was meaning,” Justice Hughes ; 
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pe ge ~;._ deleted and the requirement of accounts, the amendment spec-'|.”- 3 j eensee a 
two respects; namely, a commis- 4 s pie , PS in a private plane, pil oted by a } 
ac ad - =P : is acceptance of letters of guard- ifically authorizes notices tonon- ~° © *" Pent eee ' ; Bo 
sion rather than a notice is em- : ; 4 : NONn~ ' pusiness associate, G. C. s 1F NEW SEY 4 
seers é ' lent 47) 7¢ Janship has been added to the Ss under B24-5 AST a moe OF STATI 
ployed and the original will is aie In a majority opinion w ss $ 
attached to the commissi text of 3:92-3. 2 summons under Rule|, * 3 eee en rie, ‘a i 
attached to the commission. by Justice Raymond F. Gray, the «ir ; 
_ Rule 3:88-2. No change has Rule 3:91-1. The only change : es ‘ourt upheld a lower court de- .,“ , : , 
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